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Prominent Coniservative 
Faults GOP Welfare Plan 


Foundation Analyst Seeks Tougher Work Criteria 


By Judith Havemann 

Washing ton Post Staff Writer 

One of the leading conservative 
theorists on welfare said that the 
welfare reform measure approved 
by a House Ways and Means sub- 
committee last week was “extremely 
weak on work requirements” and 
needed to be “vastly toughened." 

Robert Rector, senior policy ana- 
lyst for welfare at the Heritage 
Foundation, said in an interview Fri- 
day that the subcommittee’s propos- 
al to turn over the responsibility for 
administering poverty programs to 
the states was a “very, very modest 
step forward ... in some respects 
no better than the status quo.” 
Rector focused on an aspect of the 
proposal that is under fire from 
Democrats as well: the requirement 
that 2 percent of recipients engage 
in “work activities” next year, in- 
creasing to 20 percent by the year 
2003. 

He also characterized as a “sham” 
the provision that would dock recipi- 
ents’ checks for up to six months if 
they have not legally established the 
paternity of their children. It “just 
repeats the status quo by allowing 
the mother to wiggle out of respon- 
sibility for tracking down the father 
by claiming she has made a ‘good 
faith effort,’ ” he said. 

Even so. Rector said, “The most 
important weakness is that there is 
no definition of work. If a guy shows 
up one day for a job orientation class 
it could be counted. This enables 
states to pull the trick of pretending 
they have a lot of people working. 

“Governors, with very few excep- 
tions, have been obstacles to reform 
rather than engines of reform,” Rec- 
tor said. 

The analyst for the conservative 
and well-connected Heritage Foun- 
dation was an important adviser to 
Republican House members drafting 
the “Contract With America.” His 
criticism was directed at a bill that 
has been hailed by subcommittee 
Republicans as a revolutionary step 
toward restoring states’ rights and 


emphasizing traditional values, such 
as worlk and marriage. [ 

According to Democrats, the !■ 
work provisions of the bill provide 
the “illusion of a work-based welfare 
system,” ranking minority member 
Rep. Harold E. Ford (D-Tenn.) 
charged in a speech at the close of 
the markup last Wednesday. Demo- 
cratic governors followed up the 
next day, calling the subcommittee 
bill impractical because it would cut 
women off welfare without helping 
them find johs, child care dr medical 
care for their children. 

‘There is a certain irony about the 
Democrats raising these questions 
about work,” Lawrence M. Mead, 
visiting professor at the Woodrow 
Wilson School of Public and Interna- 
tional Affairs at Princeton Universi- 
ty, said in an interview. “They have 
always been the most weak-kneed 
about it in the past. Nevertheless, 
they are asking good questions .” 

Mead, a strong proponent of 
work-based programs, joined Rector 
in charging that the bill might allow 
‘“little more, indeed less, work than 
in the family support act right now.” 

He said he feared the loose defini- 
tion of work activities allowed under 
the bill would permit states to count 
one hour of participation a year. 

“I think you need standards,” he 
said. “Some governors can be trust- 
ed, but in the bulk of the cases, large 
affluent urban states have liberal at- 
titudes toward welfare and are un- 
willing to enforce work unless re- 
quired by Washington.” 

Human resources subcommittee 
chairman E. Clay Shaw Jr. (R-Fla.) 
said “work activities” were not 
spelled out because the governors 
did not want a definition in the bill. 

“We are going to put one in,” he said. 

He proclaimed himself mystified by 
Rector’s criticism of the bill's pater- 
nity provisions, which liberals have 
attacked as cruel. 

“We’re being shot at from every 
direction,” he said. “When they’re at- 
tacking us from both sides, it means' 
we’re probably right.” 
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